> WORKS

The Ohio Public Works Commission
63 East State Street. Suite 312, Colmbus. Ohio 43215 Phone (614) 466-0880

C-5

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Revise_:d 7/93

CBELOS

IMPORTANT:Applicant should consult the "Instructions for Completion of Project Application" for

assistance in the proper completion of this form,

SUBDIVISION:

Colerain Teownship

CODE# 061 - 16616

DISTRICT NUMBER:__ 2

CONTACT:_ Dennis B. Chapman

COUNTY:__Hamilton

PHONE # (513 ) 385-7502

(THE PROJECT CONTACT PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WILL BE AVAILABLE ON A DAY-TO-DAY BASIS DURING THE
APPLICATION REVIEW AND SELECTION PROCLSS AND WHO CAN BEST ANSWER OR COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)

PROJECT NAME.

DATES /

/98

(Georgianna Subdivision Reconstruction

SUBDIVISION TYPE
(Check Only 1}

__L. County

_2 City

X 3. Township

_ 4. Village

_.5. Water/Sanitary District
(Section 6119 O.R.C.)

FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE
(Check All Requested & Enter Amount) {Check Largest Component)
X 1. Grant $.720.000 X1 Road

_2. Loan 3 _ 2. Bridge/Culvert
_ 3. Loan Assistance  § __3. Water Supply
MBE SET-ASIDE OFFERED . _ 4, Wastewater
Construction  § _ 3. Solid Waste
Procurement  § _ 6. Stormwater

TOTAL PROJECT COST:$__900.000

GRANT:$_720,000.00
LOAN: §

(Check Omnly 1)
_State Capical Improvement Program

X Local Transportation Improvements Program
__Small Government Program

PROJECT NUMBER:

Local Participation_ %
OPWC Participation___ %
Project Release Date: ./ /
OPWC Approval:

FUNDING REQUESTED:$_ 720.000

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION

To be completed by the District Committee QNLY

LOAN ASSISTANCE:3
% TERM: yrs. (Attach Loan Supplement)
DISTRICT MBE SET-ASIDE

C____

Construction  §
Procurement 3

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
APPROVED FUNDING:S
Loan Interest Rate: Yo
Loan Term; years
Maturity Date:

Date Approved:  /

/



1.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

MBE Force Account
1.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS: 3 3

(Round ta Nearest Dollar)

a.) Project Engineering Costs:

1l

1. Preliminary Engineering $§ N/A 00
2. Final Design . NA 00
3. Other Engineer Services * 5 NA .00
Supervision h) N/A .00
Miscellaneous g N/A_ .00
b.) Acquisition Expenses:
1. Land $ NA 00
2. Right-of-Way § NA 00 T
c.) Construction Costs: $ 720.000 .00 -
d)  Equipment Purchased Directly: $ NA 00 -
e.} Other Direct Expenses: $ NA 00 -
£) Contingencies: $ 180,000 .00

g) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: $__900.000_ .00

1.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

%

a.) Local In-Kind Contributions § NA .00
b.) Local Public Revenues $ 180.000 .00 20
c.) Local Private Revenues $§ N/A .00
d.) Other Public Revenues

1. ODOT PID# § N/A .00

2. EPA/OWDA § N/A .00

3. OTHER $ N/A .00
SUB TOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES: $_ 180.000 .00 20
e.) OPWC Funds

1. Grant $_ 720.000 .00 80

2. Loan 5 0 .00

3. Loan Assistance 3 0 .00
SUB TOTAL OPWC RESOURCES: $ 720.000 .00 80
) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES: $_500.000 .00 100%

*Other Engineer'’s Services must be outlined in detnil on the required certified engineer's estimate,

1.3  AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

Attach a summary from the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 listing all local share funds budgeted for
the project and the date they are anticipated to be available.
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2.0

PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

2.1

2.2

2.3

PROJECT NAME: Georgianna Subdivision Reconstruction

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections a through d):

a: SPECIFIC LOCATION: From the intersection of Colerain Avenue (US 27) and
Galbraith Road, then west on Galbraith Road one block then right onto
Georgianna Drive. The other two streets in this project are off of Georgianna,

See location map.
PROJECT ZIP CODE:__ 45239
b: PROJECT COMPONENTS: The project components are as follows:

1) Remove existing asphalt surface and concrete base and curbs
2) Storm line repair

3) Catch basin reconstruction

4} Construct new curb ramps

3) Install new concrete curbs

6) Adjust catch basins, manholes, water works items etc. as necessary
7) Install bituminous aggregate hase material

8) Install new asphaltic concrete surface

9} Reclimate

10) Seeding and mulching as necessary

11) Pipe underdrains

12) Undercutting

13) Pavement Fabric

c: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS / CHARACTERISTICS:

LIMITS
STREET FROM TO LENGTH
Georgianna Drive Galbraith End 986
Warfield Avenue Georgianna End 473
Sandy Lane Warfield Culdesac 540

1,999
As listed these are the physical dimensions and limits per each street. These are 25' back to back of curb
streets with an age of 46 years. These streets are asphalt over a badly deteriorating concrete base with
concrete curb and gutter plates. These streets were resurfaced in 1966, They were tar and chipped in
1987 to help maintain the deteriorated pavement, The base has failed in various locations, curbs are badly
deteriorated, patched and uneven. Areas of storm line in need of repair or replacement - see attached
storm line {elevision reports for additional information. Slabs are uneven and the pavement is undermined.
Water stands in the street which adds to the deterforation. There are an uncountable number of potholes and
patches, bumps and sags. The rideability is rough.: The tar and chip disguises many of the pavement distresses
to the eye, but there are numerous climate and load related distresses present. Our pavement management
prograni, Micro Paver, rates these streets as poor and failed conditions - see attached reports for additional
information.

d: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service
level. If road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project, include
both current residentiaf rates based on menthly usage of 7,756 gallon per household.

Atiach current rate ordinance.
The ADT for these streets is 274. These streets serve a subdivision of approximately 67 residents, These
streets receive a lot of non residential traffic due to the businesses located on Galbraith Road across from and
next to Georgianna Drive. Also there is a sidewalk cut through at the end of Georgianna that gives access to a
large shopping mall, so some people park on Georgianna and cut through to the shopping center on foot to
avoid congested traffic on Colerain Avenue.

USEFUL LIFE / COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life:__20  Years.

Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature certifying the project's

useful life indicated above and estimated cost.



3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $ 900.000 100 %
State Funds Requested for Repair and Replacement $_720.000 80 %
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION 3__0.00 0%
State Funds Requested for New and Expansion $__0.00 0%

(SCIP Project Grant Funding for New and Expansion cannot exceed 50% of the total Project Costs)

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE:*
BEGIN DATE END DATE

4.1  Engineering/Design: 11/1 /98 7/30/99
4.2 Bid Advertisement: 11 /15 /99 12/15 /99
4.3 Construction: 3/1 /00 12/31 /00

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects. Modification of dates must be approved in
writing by the Commission once the Project Agreement has been executed. Dates should assume project agreement approval/release on
July 1st. of the Program Year applied for.

5.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:

5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER
TITLE
STREET

CITY/Z1P
PHONE
FAX

5.2  CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

533  PROJECT MANAGER
TITLE
STREET

CITY/zZIP
PHONE
FAX

David Foglesong

Administrator

4200 Springdale Road

Cincinnati, Ohip 45251

(513)_385 - 7500
(513)_385 - 1518
Kathy Mohr

Clerk Caolerain Township

4200 Springdale Road

Cincinnati, Ohio_45251

(513)_385 - 7500

(513)_385 -_1518

Dennis B. Chapman

Road Superintendent

4725 Springdale Road

Cincinnati. Ohio 45251

(513)_385 - 17502

(513)__385 - _ 4458




6.0

ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Check each section below, confirming that all required informatian is included in this application.

X

7.0

A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated official to
submit this application and execute contracts. (Attach)

A summary from the applicant's Chief Financial Officer listing all local share funds budgeted for the project
and the date they are anticipated to be available, (Attach)

A registered professional engineer's estimate of projects usefud life and cost estimate, as required in 164-1-14 and
164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Cade, Estimates shall contain enginesr's original seal and sipnature. {Attach)

A copy of the cooperation agreement(s) if this project involves more than one subdivision or district.(Attach)

Capital Improvements Report: (Required by 164 O.R.C. on standard form)
N/A A: Attached,
—X._B: Report/Update Filed with the Commission within the last twelve months.

Eloodplain Manaaement Permit: Required if project is in 100 year floodplain. See Instructions.

Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic impact
{temporary and/ar full time jobs likely to be created s a result of the project), aad other information to assist your
district committee in ranking your project.

APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally authorized to request and accept finencial assistance from the Ohio
Public Works Commission; (2) that to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of this
application are true and correct; (3) that all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of this
application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested financial
assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with all assurances reguired by Ohio
Law, including those involving minority business utilization, Buy Ohio, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT

begun, and will not begin until a Project Agreement and a Notice To Proceed for this project has
been executed with the Ohio Public Works Commission. Action to the contrary will result in
termination of the agreement and withdrawal of Ohio Public Works Commission funding of the
project.

David L. Foglesong, Administrator Colerain Township
Certifying Representative (Type or Print Name and Title)

Slgnature/Date\S_ig(ed



SCIP ROUND 13
SEPTEMBER 4, 1958

PROJECT: Georgianna Subdivision Reconstruction
ENG. EST.: $500,000

OPWC PROJECT
PREFPARED BY : Colerain Township Public Works Department

REF. [ITEM
NO. NO.
1 201
2 202
3 202
4 202
5 202
6 202
7 202
8 203
9 203

10 203

11 301

12 304

13 402

14 404

15 452

16 603

17 603

18 603

19 604

20 604

21 604

22 604

23 604

24 605

25 608

26 609

27 614

28 619

29 623

30 659

31 SPL

32 SPL

33 SPL

34 SPL

35 SPL

USEFUL LIFE:
Signed:

DESCRIPTION

CLEARING AND GRUBBING
ASPHALT/CONCRETE PAVEMENT REMOVED
CONCRETE DRIVE REMOVED

PIPE REMOVED

CURB AND GUTTER REMOVED

CATCH BASIN REMOVED

CONC. WALK REMOVED, AS DIRECT. BY ENG.

EXCAVA. N/INCLUDE. EMBANK.
EMBANKMENT CONSTRUCTION
SUBGRADE COMPACTION

BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE
AGGREGATE BASE, AS DIRECTED BY ENG.
ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

P.P. CEMENT CONC. PAVEMENT (7" DRIVES)
3" CONDUIT, TYPE E, PVC & COUPLINGS
12" CONDUIT TYPE B, 706.02, CL IV
STORM PIPE LINER

MH-3 MH W/ FLAT SLAB TOP

MODIFY & ADJ. WATER VALVE TO GRADE
CATCH BASIN, CB-3

SAN. MANHOLE ADJ. TO GRADE

STORM MANHOLE ADJ. TO GRADE

PIPE UNDERDRAIN

CURB RAMPS, TYPE 1

CONCRETE CURB, TYPE 6

MAINTAINING TRAFFIC

FIELD OFFICE

CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT STAKES
SEEDING AND MULCHING
UNDERCUTTING

RECLAMITE

CINCINNATI WATER WORKS ITEMS
PAVEMENT FABRIC

SUPPLEMENTAL ITEMS

UNIT

LS

SY
sY
LLF

LF

EA
SF
cY
CY
SY
cY
cY
cY
cY
SY
LF

LF

LF

EA
EA
EA
EA
EA
LF

EA
LF

LS
L3
LS
SY
cY
8Y
LS
SY
LS

QUANT.

4
5,600
830
117
4150
10
500
1,200
300
5,600
1,350
300
658
410
830
400
117
312
6

1

10

8

3
4,300
7
4,150
1

1

1
3,150
3,700
5,600

6,000

ENGINEER'S

ESTIMATE

UNIT

15,000.00
8.00

8.00
10.00
10.00
250.00
5.00
12.00
12.00
1.00
55.00
40.00
60.00
65.00
35.00
20.00
75.00
225.00
1,500.00
750.00
1,500.00
750.00
750.00
20.00
800.00
10.00
15,000.00
5,000.00
7,500.00
4.50
45,00
0.60
26,000.00
1.00
85,650.00

TOTAL

TOTAL

$15,000.00
$44,800.00
$6,640.00
$1,170.00
$41,500.00
$2,500.00
$2,500.00
$14,400.00
$3,600.00
$5,600.00
$74,250.00
$12,000.00
$39,480.00
$26,650.00
$29,050.00
$8,000.00
$8,775.00
$70,200.00
$9,000.00
$750.00
$15,000.00
$6,000.00
$2,250.00
$86,000.00
$4,200.00
$41,500.00
$15,000.00
$5,000.00
$7,500.00
$14,175.00
$166,500.00
$3,360.00
$26,000.00
$6,000.00
$85,650.00

$800,000.00

TmmﬂommwmmumnmﬂthmmmandmmwmkmnmﬁMMeﬁmeﬂmammmm

project will be at least 20 years.

éﬁza;f§%24%%7éﬁﬁ/éfgéaﬁoyzxéi;ﬁa—

P.E

WILLIAM BRAYSHAW J



Trustees
KEITH N. CORMAN
DIANA LYNN RIELAGE

COLERAIN TOWNSHIP JOSEPH R. WOLTERMAN

Clerk
KATHY MOHR

Administrator
DAVID L. FOGLESONG

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, ROAD DIVISION - DENNIS B, CHAPMAN, ROAD SUPERINTENDENT
4725 Springdale Road * Cincinnati, Ohio 45251-1834 « (513) 385-7502 FAX (513) 385-4458 www.coleraintwp.org

September 16, 1998

STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

ATTACHMENT c

Project: _Georgianna Subdivision Reconstruction

This is to certify that the sum of § 180.000 _ Is available as the local matching funds

in connections with Colerain Townships' application for State Capital Improvement Program
(SCIP) Funds for the above mentioned project.

The source of the local match will be Colerain Township funds. Local matching funds

will be encumbered and certified upon completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio
Public Works Commission.

COLERAIN TOWNSHIP

Chief Executive Officer: wﬂf W

“Bavid Foglesong, Agfiinistrat
Colerain Township

Chief Financial Officer: Vot \/VL@,,ULL
Kathy'Moahr, Cle¥k
Colerain Township




Trustees
KEITH N, CORMAN
DIANA LYNN RIELAGE

COLERAIN TOWNSHIP JOSEPH R. WOLTERMAN

Clerk
KATHY MOKR

Administrator
DAVID L, FOGLESONG

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, ROAD DIVISION « DENNIS B. CHAPMAN, ROAD SUPERINTENDENT
4725 Springdale Road - Cincinnati, Ohio 45251-1834 - (513) 385-7502 FAX (513) 385-4458 « www.coleraintwp,org
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RESOLUTION No...32-98

srgmi

Hamilton Cownty, Okio

Be It Resolved by the Township Trusiees of. folerain Toumsfiip,

Lthat

WHEREAS Colarain Tawnskin has the oppanunily (o appiy in 1598
lar SCIF lunds Irom Ihe Slate af Ohio fer Round 13 for
tepait, resurlacing, and reconsiruclion on vancus siraals
in Colerain Township a8 noted an (he altached list, and

WHEREAS A Chial Exacutive Olficer, 3 Finanoral Olficer, and a
Contact Ferson musl ke aopeinied |o enter inla a
caniraci with ihe Ohio Fublic Warks Cammission; now
lherelore,

BEIT

RESCQLVED Ihat lhe Calerein Townsrio Soard of Trasiaes haraby
appoinis Colergin Townsnin Administraior David 1
Fagiesang as Chiel Ezetutive Qfficar; Colerain Township
Clask Kalhy Mahe as Financzat Officer, ang Colarain
Tewnsnin Public ‘Warks Oitecior Dennis Chopman as
Project Manager.

= i
fttoxt: qfh-j‘!df G_LUL. ’__'_t,:g,‘ é_,,.._/ r -

Tewmnship Clari. - Fd n/
v fhelE

Townshiz Trmtes
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Trustees
KEITH N, CORMAN
DIANA LYNN RIELAGE

COLERAIN TOWNSHIP JOSEPH . WOLTERMAN

Clerk
KATHY MOHR

Administrator
DAVID L. FOGLESONG

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, ROAD DIVISION « DENNIS B, CHAPMAN, ROAD SUPERINTENDENT
4725 Springdale Road « Cincinnati, Ohio 45251-1834 = (513) 385-7502 FAX (513) 385-4458 « www.coleraintwp.org
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FINANCIAL REPORT OF TOWNSHIP @@E@v

For Fiscal Yaar Endirg Dacamber 31, 19 97
Cal=rain Township, County of Hamileon

SUMMARY OF CASH BALANCES, RECEIFTS AND EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HOK-
L SOURCE DESCITPTION QOVERHMENTAL EXPENDASLE EIPEHDANLE TaTALS
o FUNOS TRUST FUNCS TRUST FLMDS FUHD BALANCE
AKD AGENCT FUNUS
T | REGERTS: T R AEVERUE RECERTS R B BEF TR
7 | T d.150,1%0.33 Iotiakaaf ot ASCEIPTS Smettyd 8, 160, 394,55
2 | Charges ne Sarvisd Ftedde T o pimepely ST T Sp )
30 ] Lecanser_ Permes and Fews S5, di0. 54 b srpotac | o TERLT 348, 370,64
2 [ Fetes ang Fommmares [IETEN: IS | WP I v i ]_14H An
| 11 racren rramenial Receots 1 271 INE 53 ETa T [ woeem il Y SINSAEPIS 9 51105, 58
07 | Soecal Azzequmamy 11 573 01 Aot | meand iy e T 37 571 11
3 [maren AR 347 137 o 862,562,272
1 5+ R e T T T e LA =i T

R o TRV CE IR 26 313,797,531
3 1 0T RECLIFTE 17,4592, 5397 &¢ & e ddq. 99 cal

DISBURIEHENTE EAPENDITUAE CISHURSEMEN S SRIOIL I CPTAMING | D] =l SE SN,
*1 | Geruryl Gowrrsrem ann_4713 L3 Etan 30 THEHUASEUEN TS Gl AON =77, 58
v | Puerc Satery 6,475, NA7 '@ J ST, || a~wh D.adn,UnZ 19
T\ | Puos voas 3 109 590, 19 PO | Vit ettt ) [0S, 39U, (9
| rairn 37, 840, 34 oMt | S A L AT Rt EPET- TN
V| Hianam Serecas X bt b 0 St} 0 w1 o e O
2 | omaralonAeorsation CETICETIRES it T 03, 130,33
R T ¥3, /38,390 VTN 7 | Eleti v Tt e A 2V, 713.490
0 | Cageivl Guiy 1.781,74) 1;_.1 [}] 1. 741 747 1R
7+ | Dol Servce R T R s et Y
1 Bove} Ao Fuvrhem Al TRLET S 2T e, b e
11 e Previsial Papmen PR PSR HTg R 4l e Sl A il o T, 2 X740
10 imares aiq Frscal Charges anz?. |7 i LA e a3 102, 490), 17

T T L L My P TR 10

Grranal Serrost

Comirec Servcue FEEARH AT Ty e B e 1t
SOTMeR ard LUsianam e e e L e '\.iwaya.;-t;-u 17
TO4L SISBUASEMENTS (4, 317, 877,138 la,. 217, 377,31
‘ SETisean 2R IS g LSS AT S LS A e | ey ] A B s DT s o P e Y [ s i}
47| Tatas Racets Ovar|Unctwt DAn {1, 119, 8/79,91 ' r (1. 15, 0/%.91)
OTHER FINARCING SOUACES (USES) MOHOPERATING Jid-tirw ey e . by M |
11| Arocevat of Gonas =] RECEIPTS (A58
43 1 Froceeat ol Noes A A ]
H | Qowralery liamisn-n 3o ond pt SANn. NN AN
1 | Coarasrg {raminmQual AN non n 3 5041, 000, 90
11| dcvptczs.in o T e Tt

1 Agvyreey.Cra

1 i CAnat Souenilecmos

31 Chnat rauiyy By smerws

10 | Tt GTHER FIRANGING SOURCES SER

D L T T LA L

39 |Totai of Baceens & Otfver Souvcet Ot (Undar) [labinie? ] LHSC NI R ar i) i T S e SRS S AR,
17 | Cansrumaerrenn & Gy Usas [1.1ta a79.am [ {1 113 879,93}
+ TFnd Cawn Bamres Samary 1_] 507 15, pUT 1L O a 15, 52 113,02
#1 TFurid €a1n Banarc. Decernow 3k | 357 14, 2R7 417,11 ] 16,382, 4%2. 11
41 [Sevars % Ercumorencas, Gecamosr 11, % 957,041 AC a7 5,357 041,89
Fund Cash Srfarcy
SUMUARY OF | QUISTANOWNG |  WEW M3UES AETIAED OUTSTANDING Swnaullory Halancej ANy
HDEDTEDHESS Ja i, 11 Dac, 31, 18 ‘e pimeniy PRI
.
mr 1.999,988.d0 .00 l222,272.00 }.777.776.00 e S TE57
Lesy Quislendire Checxsl 378 49517 as

TOTan AALABCEF |0 0 & ade L1

| cartity the foliawie report 10 ba comect and inue, 1o Ma bast
of my knowledow:

Kathy Mohr, Clerk
{Chiel Fiscal Qtficar Tie)

ﬂ&du—)ﬂ@@&’b 2/21/98 4200 Springdale Rd.

(Chist Flazal O Fwr Sign Abova) [Cata) [Siraet Addrugs)
Kachy Hohe 185-7500 Claclanact Ohio 451251
[Trpa or Peint Nara) Talaghane {Clry ar Vitage) [Za)

AUD-4154  aA.08

"This ls an Unaudied Financtai Repon”



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

~or Program Year 1999 (July 1, 1999 through June 30, 2000), jurisdictions shall provide the following
support information to help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this form must be
accurate, and where called ior, based on sound engineering principies. Documentation to substantiate the
individual items may be required by the Support Staff if information does not appear o be accurate.

1) Whait is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded? For
bridges, submit a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor X
Fair Good
Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present facility such as: inadequate load
capacity (bridge); surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition; substandard design elements
such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service capacity.
If known, give the approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaces, repaired, or expanded.

See attachment - A=

2) If State Capital Improvement Program funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or months) after
receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1, 1999) would the project be
under contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status reports of previous projects to help judge
the accuracy of a particular jurisdiction's anticipated project schedule.

5 Weeks(Circ!e one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? Yes @
Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes @
Are all right-of-way and easements acquired?* Yes No

* Please answer the following if applicable:
No. of parcels needed for project: Of these, how many are
Takes , Temporary , Permanent

On a separate sheet, explain the status of the ROW acquisition process of this project for any parcels
not yet acquired.

Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes No

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above not yet completed.

9 Weeks

Page 1



4)

How will the proposed project impact the general health, safety and welfare of the service area?
(Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates, emergency
response time, fire protection, health hazards, user benefits, commerce and highway capacity).
Please be specific and provide documentation if necessary to substantiate the data.

See attachment "B"

What type of funds are to utilized for the local share for this project?

Federal CDOT Local X
MRF OWDA CDBG
Other

Note: If MRF funds are being used for the local share, the MRF application must have been filed by
August 1, 1998 for this project with the Hamilton County Engineer's Office.

The minimum amount of matching funds for grant projects (local share) must be at least 10% of the
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST. What percentage of matching funds are being committed to this
project?

20 Yo

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a complete or partial
ban of the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, fruck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance of building permits). A copy of
the approved legislation must be submitted with the application. THE BAN MUST HAVE AN
ENGINEERING JUSTIFICATION TO BE VALID.

Complete Ban Partial Ban No Ban X

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No
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6)

9)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

ADT = 274 x 1.20=_329 users/day }
For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily Traffic by 1.20. For public transit,
submit documentation substantiating the count. Where the fagiiity currently has any restrictions or
is partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to the restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary
sewers, water lines, and other related faciities, multiply the number of households in the service area
by 4.

Has jurisdiction developed a Five Year Capital Improvement Plan as required in O. R. C., chapter
1647

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of the infrastructure to be replaced,
repaired, or expanded.

The project will improve the well being of this subdivision and overall enhance the area. It will
improve the quality, structure, and soundness of these streeis while increasing the level of safety for
the motorists and the residents on these streets . On example is the installation of curb and sidewalk
ramps. Residential moral should increase reflecting on home and vard improvements sparking
ecanomic growth for the community. These streets will give Colerain Township and the community
20 vears of useful life.

For roadway betierment projects, provide the existing and proposed Level of Service (LOS) of the
facility using the methodology outlined within AASHTQ'S - Geometric Design of Highways and
Streets- and the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual.

Existing LOS Proposed LOS

If the proposed LOS is not -C- or better, explain why LOS «C. cannot be achieved. (Aftach
separate sheets if necessary).
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ATTACHMENT -A-

These roads are 46 years old with asphalt aver a concrete base with concrete curb. These streets were
resurfaced in 1968. In 1987 the surface was treated with tar and chip which makes the pavement appear
in better condition than it really is. The pavement is very brittle and cracked. The base of these streets have
failed and subsequently the surface has numerous related distresses such as raised and sunken concrete
blocks, undermining, joint failure, alligator cracking, potholes, ete. There is grass growing all over the
pavement, and the list goes on. The faulted blocks, especially in the gutter area cause inadequate drai nage.
In reference to drainage, the curbs are in horrendous condition. They are deteriorated and crumbling.
There is grass growing out of them. The curbs have dropped in areas due to voiding, failed bases,
settlement, etc. The gutter plates are full of potholes and patches which are uneven and hold water on the
pavement. Also from our televised reporis (see attached) we have documented that there are areas in the
storm system that are in need of repair or replacement - see attached reports. There are pieces of pipe
missing associated with offset joints. Back ups occur during heavy rains and can cause localized flooding.
Water pools on the pavement which accelerates deterioration to the already badly deteriorated streets.
Hydroplaning and icy spots in the winter can be caused by the holding water. The joints are heaved and are
cracked up, allowing additional moisture to infiltrate the failed base materials. There are an uncountable
number of potholes, cavities, and paiches. Rideability on these streets is poor. Colerain Townships
pavement management program, -Micro Paver. rates these streets with a high deterioration rate and a
pavement condition index (PCl) rating of poor and failed, see attached. At the present Geargianna has a
PCl rating of 29, Warfield has a PCl rating of 29, and Sandy lane has a PCl rating of 17. These streets have
been maintained by Colerain Township as best as possible, but they have outlived their usefui lives. The
tar and chip applied in 1887 was an attempt to extend the life of these streets for a few years. This
maintenance held the pavement together, but it also disguised many of the load and climate related
distresses that are present. The age of the structures, the load related problems, and the inadequate
drainage along with poor surface conditions show that these streets need to be reconstructed.



ATTACHMENT B

The reconstruction will impact the health safety and welfare of the service area in several
ways. From a safety standpoint the installation of sidewalk ramps will allow for safer trave!
for physically challenged individuals especially with wheelchairs, motorized carts, walkers,
etc.

- This also will give them access to the sidewalks to enable them to go to the shopping mall,
restaurants etc. that can be accessed from a sidewalk at the end of Georgianna Drive or
sidewalks to businesses on Galbraith Road. These ramps benefit everyone from the elderly
to small children creating a safer walking environment when crossing the street, catching the
school bus, or walking to the corner of Galbraith and being able to catch the metro bus.
‘Another example from a safety standpoint is the new pavement and curbs should promote
safer conditions for vehicular traffic and pedestrians. Another example is snow and ice
removal will be more affective.

From a health standpoint the project will improve the storm drainage in this area. The present
storm lines are in need of replacement. Presently it can cause drainage problems which
-effects the environmental health of the area.

The welfare of the service area will improve the quality of life in the area. Residents will take
additional pride in their subdivision and make improvements increasing property values thus
enhancing the area. Also as stated above the shopping center, restaurants, etc. will be more
accessible with the installation of curb ramps. This enables persons to safely cross the
streets and walk on the sidewalks to these businesses which will promote economic well
being.



1)

2)

SCIP/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 13 - PROGRAM YEAR 1999
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 1999 TO JUNE 30, 2000

JURISDICTION/AGENCY : (C, el e

NAME OF PROJECT: - e = il itz =
/h_/

PRELIMINARY SCORE FOR THIS PROJECT: 7.0

FINAL SCORE FOR THIS PROJECT:

RATING TEAM: é

If scIP/1TIP funds are granted, when would the construction
contract be awarded? (See Addendum for definition of delinquency) IJ;,

POINTS

5 Points - Will be under contract by end of 1999 and no
delinquent projects in Rounds 10 & 11.

3 Points - Will be under contract by March 30, 2000 and/or
Jurisdiction has had cone delingquent project in
Rounds 10 & 11.

0 Points - Will not be under contract by March 30, 2000 and/or
Jurisdiction has had more than cne delinquent project
in Rounds 10 & 11.

What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure
to be replaced or repaired? (See Addendum for definitions) |

- . - \_:‘/
25 Points - Failed T — T =
23 Points - Critical “’/i”a"f“‘j,u”tt3ihrff“&“ T,
20 Points - Very Poor /4>4f/z~*h/.?-a£¢ci” T
17 Points - Poor O D AN T R Ty
15 Points - Moderately Poor e e AT e

10 Points - Moderately Fair
5 Points - Fair Condition -7
0O Points - Good or Better

- ’,__,_,.

NOTE: If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it will
NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding unless it is an expansion
Project that will improve serviceability.
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3) If the project is built, what will be its effect on the facility's
serviceability? Documentation is required.

Points - Project design is for future demand. /

5

4 Points - Project design is for partial future demand.

3 Points - Project design is for current demand.

2 Points -~ Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.
1 Point - Project design is for no increase in capacity.

4) How important is the project to HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE of the
Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area? (See
Addendum for definitions)

10 Points - Highly significant importance, with substantial e
impact on all 3 factors. 2z~

8 Points - Considerably significant importance, with substantial
impact on 2 factors, or noticeable impact on all 3 factors.

6 Points - Moderate importance, with substantial impact on 1
factor or noticeable impact on 2 factors.

4 Points - Minimal importance, with noticeable impact on 1 factor
STy PRGN ST
e

- R R

2 Points - No measurable impact

7o

S g g o s g T e S
¢ e vt Ly Jam e, e
T8 STy TS T
5) What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points /%9
8 Points
6 Points
4 Points
2 Points

6) What matching funds are being committed to the project, expressed as a
percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST? Loan and Credit Enhancement
projects automatically receive 5 points, and no match is required; however,
up te 5 additional peints will be awarded according to the Loan & Credit

Enhancement scale as stated below. All grant-funded projects require a
minimum of 10% matching funds. Points will be awarded according to the
following schedule:
Projects below $1,000,000 Projects $1M to $2M Projects above $2M
10 Pts 50% or more 10 Pts 60% or more 10 Pts 70% or more

8 Pts 408 to 49.95% B Pts 50% to 59.99% B Pts €0% to 69,59%

6. Dts - 30% to 39.99%

I I

€ Pts 40% to 49,99% 6 Pts - 50% fto 59.95%

C;) Pts 20% to 29.89% 4 Pts 30% to 39.95% 4 Pts — 40% to 45.95%
Pts - 10% to 19.99% 2 Pts - 20% to 25.99%% 2 Pts - 30% to 39,99%

0 Pts - 10% to 195.99% 0 Pts - 10% to 29.99%

Loans & Credit Enhancements

Pts - 50% or more

Pts - 40% +o 49.809%

Pts ~ 30% to 35.29%

Pts - 20% to 29.99% $/
Pt - 10% to 19,99%

AW w;




7)

8)

9)

10)

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a partial or complete ban of the usage or expansion of the
usage for the involved infrastructure? POINTS MAY ONLY BE AWARDED IF
THE END RESULT OF THE PROJECT WILL CAUSE THE BAN TO BE LIFTED.

5 Points - Complete ban /7
3 Points - Partial ban
0 Points - No ban of any kind

What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate criteria include
current traffic counts, households served, when converted to a
measurement of persons. Public transit users are permitted to be
counted for the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable
ridership figures are provided.

5 Points - 16,000 or more /
4 Points - 12,000 to 15,999

3 Points - 8,000 to 11,999

2 Points - 4,000 to 7,999

1 Point - 3,999 and under

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider originations and
destinations of traffic, functional classifications, size of service

area, number of Jjurisdictions served, etc. (See Addendum for
definitions)

5 Points - Major impact //

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact

2 Points -

1 Point - Minimal or no impact

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee,
an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or a dedicated tax for
infrastructure and provided certification of which fees have
been enacted?

5 Points - Two of the above S
3 Points - One of the above
0 Points - None of the above




ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM
DEFINITIONS/CLARIFICATIONS

Criterion 1 - ABILITY TO PROCEED

The Support Staff will assign points based on engineering experience and OPFWC
defined delinquent projects. A project will be considered delinquent when any
of the following occurs: 1) A letter is sent from the OPWC to the affected
jurisdiction stating that the project has not moved in accordance with the time
frame listed on the application (copies are sent to the District); or 2) no time
extension has been granted by the OPWC; or 3) A jurisdiction receiving approval
for a project subsequently terminates the same after the bid date on the
application. The OPWC sends a letter to a Jjurisdiction which announces that
its' project is going to be terminated when the project is sixty (60) days
beyond the bid date shown on the original application and a time extension for
the project has not previously been requested or has been denied.

Criterion 2 - CONDITION

Condition is based on the amount of deterioration that is field verified or
documented exclusive of capacity, serviceability, or health, safety and welfare
issues. Condition is rated only on the existing facility being repaired or
abandoned. If the existing facility is not being abandoned or repaired, but a
new facility is being built, it shall be considered as an expansion project.
(Documentation may include ODOT BR-86 reports, pavement management condition
reports, televised underground system reports, age inventory reports,
maintenance records, etc., and will only be considered if included with the
original application.)

Definitions:

FAILED CONDITION - Requires complete reconstruction where no part of the
existing facility is salvageable. (E.g. Recoads: complete reconstruction of
roadway, curbs and base; Bridges: no part of the bridge can be salvaged;
Underground: removal and replacement of an underground drainage or water system;
Hydrants: completely non-functioning and replacement parts are unavailable.)

CRITICAL. CONDITION - Requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain
integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconstruction of roadway, curbs can be saved; Bridges:
only the substructure can be salvaged with modifications; Underground: removal
and replacement of part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants:
some non-functioning, others obsclete and replacement parts are unavailable.)

VERY POOR CONDITION - Requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity.
(E.g. Roads: extensive full depth, partial depth and curb repair of a roadway
with a structural overlay; Bridges: substructure and superstructure can be
salvaged with extensive repairs; Underground: repair of Jjoints and/or minor
replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and replacement parts
are available.)

POOR _CONDITION - Requires standard rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g.
Roads: moderate full depth, partial depth and curb repair to a roadway with no
structural overlay needed or structural overlay with minor repairs to a roadway
needed; Bridges: deck cannot be salvaged, substructure and superstructure need
repair; Underground: insituform or other in ground =repairs; Hydrants:
functicnal, but leaking and replacement parts are unavailable.)
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MODERATELY POOR CONDITION - Requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity.
(E.g. Roads: minor full depth, partial depth or curb repairs to a roadway with
either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: deck can be salvaged with
repairs and overlay; Hydrants: functional and replacement parts are available.)

MOPERATELY FAIR CONDITION -~ Regquires extensive maintenance to maintain
integrity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no overlay with extensive crack sealing, minor
partial depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges:__deck rehabilitation
required, overlay not required.)

FATIR CONDITION - Requires routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (e.g.
Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or routine crack sealing to the roadway;
Bridges: minor rehabilitation required.)

GOOD OR BETTER CONDITION - Little or no maintenance required to maintain
integrity; Bridges: no work required. :

Criterion 4 - HEALTH, SAFETY & WELFARE

Definitions:
SAFETY - The design of the project will prevent accidents, promote safer

conditions, and eliminate or reduce the danger of risk, liability, or injury.

EXAMPLES: Widening existing roadway lanes to standard lane widths; Adding
lanes to a roadway or bridge to increase capacity or alleviate congestion;
replacing old or non-functicning hydrants; increasing capacity to a water
system, etc.

HEALTH - The design of the project will improve the overall condition of the
facility so as to reduce or eliminate disease; or correct concerns regarding the
environmental health of the area.

EXAMPLES: Improving or adding storm drainage or sanitary facilities;
replacing lead joints in water lines;

WELFARE - The design of the project will promote economic well-being and
prosperity. '

EXAMPLES: Project has the potential to improve business expansions or
opportunities in the area; project will improve the quality of life in the area;
PLEASE NOTE: The examples listed above are NOT a complete list, but only a
small sampling of situations that may be relevant to any given project. Each
project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this
rating category apply, and if seo, to what severity level (minor or significant).
The severity and extent of the problem, as it relates to Health, Safety and
Welfare, MUST be fully detailed by the applicant and apparent to the rating
team. The Support Staff will not attempt to determine these issues .on its own.
Without such detail the jurisdiction should expect a lower rating than the
project may deserve.



Criterion 9 - REGIONAL IMPACT
Definitions:

MAJOR IMPACT - Roads: major multi-jurisdictional route, primary feed to an
interstate, Federal Aid Primary routes; Underground: primary water or sewer main
serving and entire system; Hydrants: multi-jurisdictional.

MODERATE IMPACT -~ Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes;
Underground: primary water or sewer main serving only part of a system;
Hydrants: all hydrants in a local system serving only one jurisdiction.

MINIMAL/NO IMPACT - Roads: cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets; Underground:
individual water or sewer main not part of a large system; Hydrants: only some
hydrants in a local system serving only one jurisdiction.




